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CALIFORNIA CULTURE PROVINCES^
BY

A. L. KEOEBER

More or less outright and implied reference has become customary,

in ethnological works dealing with California, to three or four areas

of culture, or ethnic provinces, distinguishable in the state.'^ Roughly,

the Tehachapi range and the vicinity of Point Concepcion mark off the

southern from the central type of civilization, while the northwestern

type extends south to a line running from Mt. Shasta to Cape

Mendocino or a little to the south thereof. East of the crest of the

Sierra Nevada the culture of centxal California changes into that of

Nevada, or more properly of the Great Basin. In the south, the

Colorado river, with some of the adjoining desert, must be set apart

from the mountain and coast tracts. In summary fashion, these areas

may be delineated as in map 1.

Yet any map of this nature creates an erroneous impression of

internal uniformity and coherence. Thus, all in all, it is true that the

"central" Yokuts are probably more similar to the "central" Wintun

in the totality of their life than to the "southern" Gabrielino. But

innumerable cultural elements have reached the Yokuts from the

south, and they themselves have very likely developed local peculiari-

ties of which some have filtered across the mountains to the Gabrielino.

Consequently any statement which tended to create the impression

that the Yokuts and Wintun belonged to a block of nations in which

certain traits were standard and exclusive, would mislead.

Just so in the northwest. The moment the Yurok and Hupa are

left behind, central Californian traits begin to appear even among

their most immediate neighbors. These traits increase in number and

intensity among the peoples to the south and east. After a time we

find ourselves among tribes such as the Coast Yuki, who undoubtedly

appertain to the central province, yet who still make string or bury

the dead or do various other separate things in the most distinctive

northwestern manner.

1 Based on chapter 57 of " The Indians of California, '
' a prospective Bulletin

of the Bureau of American Ethnology: by permission.

2 For instance, "Types of Indian Culture in California," present series, il,

81-103, 1904,
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CULTURE FOCI

Certain centers or hearths of the several types of culture, on the

other hand, become apparent rather readily, and, moreover, fuller

information, instead of distracting and confusing the impressions first

formed, strengthens them : the focus of each culture becomes narrower

and more distinct.

Thus there seems no possible ground to doubt that the center of

gravity and principal point of influence of the northwestern culture

was the limited area occupied by the Yurok, Karok, and Hupa ; with

primacy among these to be attributed probably to the Yurok.

The heart of the central province is not quite so definite, but un-

questionably lay between the Pomo, the more southerly Wintun, and

the Valley Maidu ; with the southern Wintun, as the middle one of the

three, by far the most likely leaders.

In the south, one center is recognizable on or near the coast. The

most developed peoples about this center were the Chumash, Gabrielino,

and Luisefio. As regards religion and institutions, we happen to know

much the most about the Luiseiio; but there is direct evidence that

a considerable part of Luiseiio religion was imported from the

Gabrielino, and precedence must therefore be given to this people. As

to the choice between them and the Chumash, the Gabrielino must

again be favored. Our knowledge of Chumash practices is scant, but

there is so complete an absence of any indication that they seriously

influenced the institutions of their neighbors, that their civilization,

at least on this side, can hardly have had the potency of that of the

Gabrielino. A complication is indeed caused by material culture, which,

so far as it can be reconstructed from early descriptions and par-

ticularly through the evidence of archaeology, was most developed

among the Chumash or among that special branch of the Gabrielino

who through their island habitat were in closest communication with

the Chumash. Again, however, Chumash example did not reach far,

and it is therefore likely that it is a localized development of tech-

nology which confronts us among the Chumash as against a much

more penetrating and influential growth of social and religious insti-

tutions among the Gabrielino.

The hearth of the type of culture which radiated from the Colorado

river must beyond doubt be sought either among the IMohave or the

Yuma. As between the two, the Mohave are probably entitled to

precedence, both because they were the more populous tribe, and
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Map 1.—Provinces and sub-provinces of native civilization on the Pacific

Coast of the United States. Arrows indicate cultural irradiations.
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because it appears to be solely their influence which has reached to

northern groups like the Chemehuevi, whereas southern tribes like

the Diegueiio give unmistakable evidence of having been affected by

the Mohave as well as by the nearer Yuma.

Geographical position, on the other hand, would point to the Yuma,

who are not only more centrally situated than the Mohave with refer-

ence to tribes of the same lineage, but have their seats at the mouth

of the chief affluent of the Colorado, the Gila, up and down which

there must have gone considerable communication with the Pima, the

non-Yuman people of the Southwest who on the whole seem to be

culturally most nearly related to the Yumans of the Colorado valley.

The Yuma had the Cocopa and other groups below them toward the

mouth of the river, but above the Mohave as well as to their west

there lived only Shoshoneans. Further, the Diegueiio and the various

Yuman groups of the northern half of Baja California are much more

nearly in contact with the Yuma. General probability would there-

fore lead to an expectation that the focus of the Yuman culture of the

Colorado would be found below the Mohave, among or near the Yuma.

It seems not unlikely that if we could trace the history of this area

sufficiently far back, such would prove to have been the case, but that

in recent centuries the Mohave, owing to an increase in numbers or for

some other reason, have taken the lead in cultural productivity.

Several peculiar traits, some of them positive and some of them

negative, are found in a region which forms a sort of tongue separating

the San Joaquin valley from southern California. This region lacks

pottery, which occurs on both sides
;
practices burial instead of crema-

tion; is without exogamic institutions, which are also known both to

the north and south; and is the area in which the so-called "bottle-

neck" basket is dominant. The distribution of these several cultural

elements is not identical, but in general they characterize the peoples

from the southern Yokuts and Tiibatulabal to the Chumash. A
radiation from the latter people can scarcely be thought of because

specifically Chumash features are not found among the peoples inhabit-

ing the more northerly part of the tongue. A possible Shoshonean

influence from the Great Basin must be disallowed on parallel grounds.

In fact, the traits in question are so few and diverse that it is doubtful

whether they have any historical connection. If they are intrinsically

associated it is perhaps chiefly through the fact that this middle upland

region failed to be reached in certain respects by both central and

southern influences.
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It would of course be a grave mistake to assume that the whole of

each type of culture had emanated from the group or small array of

groups at its focus. Every tribe must be viewed as contributing to

the civilization or civilizations of which it partakes. It is only that

the most intensive development or greatest specialization of culture

has occurred at the hearth. This renders it probable that more influ-

ences have flowed out from the center to the peripheries than in the

opposite direction. But the movement must necessarily always have

been reciprocal in considerable degree. What has probably happened
in many instances is that the tribe which carried a certain set of

practices and institutions farthest came thereby to attain a status in

which it reacted more powerfully upon its neighbors, so that the

civilizational streams which gathered into it were made over and
caused to stream out again. In this sense the central or focal groups

have undoubtedly been influential in coloring to some degree the cul-

ture of their entire areas, while contributing in each case probably

only a very small proportion of the substance thereof.

It need hardly be added that a considerable concentration of popu-

lation would be expectable at the focus of each province, together with

a perceptible thinning out of numbers towards the margins. This, so

far as can be judged, was the case. It is however of interest that

diverse topographies are represented by the centers. In the northwest,

the distinctive physiographic feature of the focal area is streams of

sufficient size to be navigable and rich in salmon ; in the central

province, it is the heart of a wide valley; in the south, a group of

islands and a mainland shore washed by still ocean reaches; and in

the southeast, the vast Colorado with its annually overflowed bottom

lands in the midst of a great desert. No single type of physical environ-

ment can therefore be said to have been permanently stimulative to

concentration of numbers and the furtherance of civilization in

California.

RELATIONS OF THE NORTHWEST CALIFORNIA PROVINCE

All the cultures of California are without question at least partly

related in origin to more widely spread civilizations outside the state.

The northwestern culture is obyiously part of that generally known

as the culture of the North Pacific coast. The center of this larger

civilization is clearly in British Columbia, but this center is so remote

that any direct comparison of the Yurok and*Hupa with the Kwakiutl

or Haida would be unprofitable. In Washington and Oregon, however,
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three subtypes of this culture are recognizable, after exclusion of the

inland culture of the Plateau east of the Cascades, the curiously simple

culture of the Kalapuya in the Willamette valley, and that of the

Lutuamian Klamath and Modoc in the Klamath lake basin. The

three coastal provinces, which alone come into question in a com-

parison with northwestern California, are, in order from the north,

and as sketched in map 1

:

I. Puget Sound, with all or part of the Olympic peninsula, and probably the

southeastern portion of Vancouver island and the opposite coast of British

Columbia. The groups in this area are clearly dependent for much of their

culture on the Kwakiutl and other tribes to the north. Coast Salish groups

are the principal ones in this province.

II. The Lower ColumMa, up to the Dalles; with the coast from about Shoal-

water bay on the north to the lower Umpqua river on the south. The Chinook

were nearly central and perhaps dominant. Other members were the Yakonan
Alsea and Siuslaw, the most southerly of the coast Salish, and a few Atha-

bascans.

III. Southwestern Oregon, probably from the Umpqua and Calapooya moun-

tains, and inland to the Cascade range. The principal stream is Rogue river,

but the Coquille and upper Umpqua seem to have formed part. The abutment

is on four ethnic sub-provinces: the Lower Columbian just outlined, the Kala-

puyan of the Willamette, the Lutuamian of the Klamath lake drainage, and

the Northwest Californian of the Klamath river. The majority of the in-

habitants were Athabascans; the other groups were the Kus and Takelma, and a

branch of the Shasta. The Takelma, except for being wholly off the coast, may
be taken as typical.

The table^ summarizes the principal comparable ethnic traits of

these three regions and of northwestern California. It appears at

once that northwestern California and southwestern Oregon are very

closely related, so much so, in fact, as to constitute but a single area.

They agree at least three times out of four in the cases in which either

of them differs from the Lower Columbia. The latter in turn is

clearly much more closely connected with Puget Sound than with

southwestern Oregon—whether chiefly as a marginal dependent or, as

3 The table is based chiefly on A. B. Lewis's valuable "Tribes of the

Columbia Valley and the Coast of Washington and Oregon," Memoirs Amer.
Anthr. Assoc, i, 147-209, 1906; George Gibbs, "Tribes of Western Washington
and Northwestern Oregon," Contrib. to North Amer. Ethnology, I, 157-241,

1877; Edward Sapir, "Notes on the Takelma Indians of Southwestern Oregon,"
and "Religious Ideas of the Takelma Indians of Southwestern Oregon," Amer.
Anthropologist, n.s., ix, 251-275, 1907, and Jour. Amer. Folk-Lore, xx, 33-49,

1907. Sapir was able to secure only the' veriest scraps of information as to the

perished Takelma culture, but handles them with such discriminating precision

and fine ethnological insight that these fragments, when matched alongside the

fuller data on Yurok and^Hupa civilization, reconstruct astoundingly. The
achievement is the more notable in that Sapir was without personal acquaint-

ance with the Yurok-IIupa culture and that the literary data on it were slender
when he wrote.
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seems more likely, as a separate center of some distinctness, can

scarcely yet be decided; and need not be in the present connection.

The important fact is that the general culture of the coast is decisively

altered somewhere in the region of the Umpqua mountains, and that

thence south, as far as it prevails at all, that is, to Cape Mendocino,

it is substantially uniform. In other words, we need not recognize

three provinces of the coast culture in Oregon and Washington and

a fourth in California: there were only three south of the forty-ninth

parallel. The first lay in Washington with some extension into

British Columbia ; the second was mainly Oregonian, with some over-

lap into Washington ; and the third centered in northern California

but ran well into Oregon.

The cultural predominances of the California over the Oregon tract

within this last area can scarcely be proved outright, because the life

of the tribes of southwestern Oregon broke and decayed very quickly

on contact with the Americans and has been but sadly portrayed. Yet

this very yielding perhaps indicates a looseness of civilizational fiber.

There may have been highly developed rituals held in southwestern

Oregon comparable to the Yurok Deerskin dance, which have not only

perished but been forgotten ; but it is far more likely that the reason

the ceremonies of this region vanished without a trace is that they

never had much elaboration nor a deep hold on native life. The

Gabrielino and Chumash have been longer subject to Caucasian

demoralization and are as substantially extinct as any Oregon group

;

but there is not the least doubt as to their religious and general cultural

preeminence over their neighbors. The southern Wintun have been

cuffed about for a century and are nearly gone, but it is reasonably

clear that the Kuksu cult and culture centered among them. If the

Rogue river tribes had cultivated a religion surpassing or even

rivalling that of the groups on the lower Klamath, it is scarcely con-

ceivable that its very memory should have dissolved in two generations.

Where direct evidence is available, it uniformly points the same

way. The Yurok house is larger as well as more elaborate than that

of the Takelma; the sweat-house more specialized; their shamanism

appreciably more peculiar; their formulas and myths show a much

more distinct characterization. The Takelma give the impression of

being not only on a level similar to that of the Shasta, but specifically

like them in many features; and the Shasta obviously are culturally

subsidiary to the Yurok and Karok. What holds for the Takelma,

there is no reason to doubt held for the Athabascans who nearly
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surrounded them. The lower Klamath thus is the civilizational focus of

the drainage of the Rogue and probably of most of the Umpqua.

The cause of this predominance could be laid theoretically to one

or both of two causes: exposure to external ethnic influences, or

physiographic environment. Extraneous cultural influence can be dis-

missed in this case. The center of the coast civilization as a whole lay

north : the Oregonians were the nearer to it. Central California has

given too little to the lower Klamath region to be of moment—or at

least gave only underlying elements, not those specializations that mark

the cultural preeminence which is being considered. The latter quality

central California did not possess, as against northwestern California.

Natural environment therefore must be the direct or indirect cause;

and sufficient explanation is found in the fact that the Klamath is the

largest stream entering the Pacific between the Sacramento-San

Joaquin on the south and the Columbia on the north—the third largest,

in fact, that debouches from this face of the United States. Within

the northwest California-southwest Oregon area, the largest stream

held the largest number of inhabitants, particularly on its lower

reaches, and allowed them to accumulate more densely. This concen-

tration provided the opportunity, or was the cause, however we may
wish to put it, of a more active prosecution of social life.

It may seem strange that the peak or focus of this culture should

be eccentric, that Yurok influence, to call it such, should have extended

several times as far to the north as to the south; and particularly

that it should penetrate to remote parallel streams and not to the

headwaters of its own drainage system. Such an objection may seem

theoretically valid, but there is precedent for the eccentricity. The

culmination of the North Pacific coast culture as a whole is perhaps

to be found among the Haida or Tsimshian, near the northern enti of

its long belt. In the Southwest, the Pueblos of the Rio Grande have

for centuries been culturally predominant, and yet they lie on the

eastern edge of the province. There is accordingly no reason for

hesitating to accept as a fact the much more rapid southward than

northward fading out of the culture of northwestern California.

There does not seem to be a satisfactory physiographic explanation

for this unequal distribution. That the Trinity and the Eel soon

become small streams in a rugged country as their course is followed,

should not have been sufficient to prevent the unchecked spread up

them of northwestern influences, since the northwestern culture is

well established in a similar environment on the upper Rogue and
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Africa, post-marriage residence in,

34; avuncular relationships in, 39,

43.

Agalecquamaya. See Halyikwamai.
Agalle (Haclli, Haglli), 483.

Ahtena, 137, 153.

Akwa'ala (Ekwa'ahle), 475, 484.

Alakwisa, 475, 477.

Alchedoma, Alehedum, Alebdoma.
See Halchidhoma.

Aleut, 139, 153.

Algoukin (Algonquin), 112, 129.

Aniacabos (Amacavas), 482.

Anglo-Ewe, 39. See also Ewe.
Annals (historical "calendars"), 121.

Apache, 32.

Arapaho, 33, 112.

Arcturus, 121.

Arikara, 135, 155.

Assiniboine, 33.

Athabascan, 51, 97, 113.

Australia, post-marriage residence in,

34, 38, 43.

Autobiography of a Winnebago In-

dian, 381-473; youth, 385; mode
of life, 386, 391, 398, 406, 412, 424;
social customs, 393, 405, 446, 463,

466; ideals and spiritual beliefs,

388, 395, 396, 410, 417, 430-449,

451; fasting, 386, 388, 395, 450,

454; feasting, 395, 420, 430, 437,

463; peyote, 430-449; shamanism,
400, 421, 455; precepts, 450-473.

Avunculate, 31, 35-42; use of term,

35; summary of details, 40; as evi-

dence of diffusion, 43; as evidence
of independent growth, 44; not
necessarily a feature of matronvmy,
45.

Bagiopa. See Hogiopa.
Bahacechas, 483.

Bakongo, 34, 39.

Banks Islands, avuncular relations

in 37, 43.

Bannock, 135, 155.

Bantu, 34, 39, 43. See also Bakongo;
Herero.

Barrett, S. A., 1.

Bayou Lacomb, Louisiana, residence
of Choctaw Indians, 31.

Beliefs. See Myths; Origin beliefs.

Bella Coola, 135, 149.

Beothuk, 155.

Big Lagoon, 264.

Blackfoot, 33, 129, l.'JS.

Bows and arrows, 358, 398.

Burial customs, 343.

Cahuilla Indians, The, 315-380; divi-
sions: habitats, 316; myths, 317,
364-378; ceremonies: religious,

328, 348; burial, 344; initiation
and puberty, 345, 347; shamanism,
333; spiritual beliefs, 339, 342;
songs, 344; social orders, 349;
social and hygienic customs, 349,
355; war-like and legal usages,
355-356; mode of life and indus-
tries, 356-360; dogs, 361; knowl-
edge, 362; bibliography, 379.

Cahuilla, Desert, 316 passim.
Cahuilla, Mountain, 316, 348.

Cahuilla, Pass, 316, 333.

Calendars of the Indians North of
Mexico, 119-176; types of, 139-
144; areas of distribution, 145;
regional types of, 146; similarities

in tj'pes of, due to diffusion or like

conditions, 147; types of, listed by
tribes, 149, 153, 155; map showing,
opp. 119; types of, used by the
Cahuilla, 362. See also Annals;
Day; Equinoxes; Events; Month;
Moon; Solstice; Stars; Summer;
Sun; Tides; Time-reckoning; Week;
Winter ; Year.

Calendrical system, 120.

California, linguistic families of, 47-

118; map showing distribution of,

opp. 47; location of Yurok in, 182,

maps showing, 183.

Camilya. See Kamia.
Carrier, 155.

Cawina, 481.

Ceremonial nomenclature, 146.

Ceremonies, 345, 347, 395, 400, 430;
Eagle, 348; mourning, 328; sol-

stitial, 142.

Chehalis, 144.

Chemehuevi, 316.

Chevenne, 33.

Chilcotin, 148.

Chilkat, 143.

Chimariko, 54, 103.

Choctaw, 31, 35, 36, 135, 155.

Chontal (linguistic kinship), 103.

Chumash (linguistic kinship), 54, 103,

484.

Clans, 349; misuse of term, 29.

Clothing (dress), 357, 485.

Coahuilla reservation, 316.

Coana. See Kohuana.
Coanopa (Hoabonomaf), 484.

Cocopa, 316, 475, 482, 483, 484, 485.

Coguana (Cohuana). See Kohuana.
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Colorado, Yuman Tribes of the
Lower, 475-485.

Comanche, 130.

Comeya (Comoyatz). See Kamia.
Constellations, 121. See also Stars.

Cope, Leona, 119.

Costanoan, 54, 100.

Cree, Eastern, 33, 155; Plains, 127,

155.

Creek, 31.

Cremation, 485.

Cross-cousin marriage, 40.

Crow, 31, 41, 42.

Culture. See Cahuilla; Calendars;
Mj-^ths; Winnebago; Yuman tribes;

Yurok.
Cumana, 484.

Cupeno, 316.

Cutgana. See Kohuana.
Dakota, Eastern, 33, 132, 155; Sisse-

ton, 155; Teton, 155.

Day, and its subdivisions, 124; diur-

nal periods, 126.

Delaware, 155.

Del Norte county, 182.

Diegueno (Kamia-ahwe), 141, 149,

476, 478.

Dieri, 38.

Dog Eibs, 124, 155.

Dipper, 126.

Dixon, Eoland B., and Kroeber, A. L.,

47.

Domingo (Sunday), 124.

Dress (clothing), 357, 485.

Dry lagoon, 265; plate showing, opp.
312.

Eagle ceremony, 348.

Economic importance of winter sol-

stice, 142.

Ekwa'ahle. See Akwa'ala.
Equinoxes, 121.

Eskimo, 121; Central, 33; Copper,

135; Greenland, 123; Kaniagmiut,
141, 144, 153; Lower Yukon, 155;

of Melville Peninsula, 136; Point
Barrow, 123, 132, 155; south of the

Yukon delta, 155; of the Ungava
District, 132, 137, 141.

Esselen, 54, 103.

European influences on time-reckon-
ing, 124.

Evening star, 121.

Events, seasonal, basis for time-

reckoning, 123; solar, 136; terres-

trial, 136. See also Lunar phases;
Lunations.

Ewe, 34. See also Anglo-EAve.

Families, Linguistic, of California,
47-118.

Father-sib, 20.

Fiesta week, mourning ceremony of
the Cahuilla, 328.

Fijians, 37.

Food, 185, 356, 392, 485.

Fox, 155.

Freshwater lagoon, 264; plate show-
ing, opp. 310.

Future life, ideas about, 342.
Gabrielino, 316.

Games, 360.

Garroteros. See Yuma.
Genetic relationship of linguistic

families, 50.
'

' Gentes, '

' misuse of term, 29.

Geography, Yurok, 177-314.
Glossary of Indian words, 26; 48-

118; 125-168; 177-314.
Greenland, methods of time-reckon-

ing in, 122.

Gros Ventre, 33.

Guinea, Upper, avuncular relation-
ship in, 39.

Haclli (Haglli). See Agalle.
• Haida, 82, 44, 135, 149, 155; Masset,

131, 149; Skidegate, 181, 149.

Halchadhoma (Halehedhoma). See
Halchidhoma.

Halchidhoma (Alchedum, Alebdoma,
Halchadhoma, Jalchedun), 475, 478,
480, 481,. 493, 484.

Halliquamallas. See Halyikwamai.
Halyikwamai ( Agalecquamaya, Halli-

quamallas, Jalliquamay, Quicama,
Quicoma, Quigyuma, Quiquima),
475, 476, 477, 483.

Hamakhava. See Mohave.
Hano, 135, 149.

Hare, 155.

Hatilshe. See Yuma.
Hatpa-'inya. See Maricopa.
Herero, 34.

Hidatsa, 31.

Hoabonoma (?). See Coanopa.
Hogiopa (Bagiopa), 475, 484.

Hokan family, establishment of, 54;

discussion, 103-112; scope of, 112.

Hooper, Lucille, 315.

Hopi, 32, 35, 36, 41, 44, 45, 123, 149.

Hottentots, 39.

Houses, 123, 357, 385, 392; Yurok
house names, 208, 209-213; Yurok
houses, views of, opp. 290, 292, 302,

306, 308, 314.

Huchnom, 143.

Hukwats. See Yuma.
Humboldt county, 182.

Hupa, 137, 184, 256.

Industries, 184, 219, 359-360, 385,

386, 391, 398.

Initiation ceremonies among the

Cahuilla, 345.

Intercalation, 122.

Iowa, 35, 155.

Iroquois, 31, 36, 45, 155.
*

' Iskoman, '
' 54, 103. See also Hokan.
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Jalchediin. See H.alchidhoma.
Jalli(iiianiay. See Halyikwaniai.
Jamajab. See Mohave.
Jemez, 135, 149.

Juaneno, 130, 316.

Kahuene. See Kohuana.
Kai, 40.

Kaigani, 128.

Kamia (Camilya, Comeya, Comoyatz,
Quemaya), 475, 478.

Karnia-ahwe. See Diegueno.
Kaniagmiut, 144, 153.

Kansa, 130, 155.

Karok, 184, 255, 307; language, 54,
103.

Kato, 114.

Khasi of Assam, 35, 45.

"Kin," use of term, 30.

Kinship, mode of reckoning, 29, 67.

Kiowa, 124, 130, 155.

Klamath, 143.

Klamath river, 179, 182, 227, 255;
plates showing views of, opp. 288,

290, 294, 300, 302, 304, 306.
Kohuana (Cajuenehe, Coana, Cogu-

ana, Cohuana, Cutgana, Kahuene),
475, 477, 479, 480, 481, 483, 484.

Koskimo, 132, 149.
'

Kroeber, A. L., 47, 475.

Kuchiana. See Yuma.
Kwakiutl, 132, 149. See also Kos-

kimo, Nakwartok, Nimkish, Ma-
malelekala.

Kwichyana. See Yuma.
Language, 47-118, 179.

Legal usages, 223, 356, 412.

Lenape (Lenni Lenape), 130, 155.

Lillooet, 143, 153.

Linguistic Families of California, 47-

118; map showing, opp. 47. See
also Algonkin; Athabascan; Ho-
kan; Iskoman; Penutian; Ritwan;
Shoshonean; Yukian.

Loucheux, 155.

Lower Thompson band, 153.

Lowie, Robert H., 29.

Luiseno, 137, 149, 316.

Lunar phases, lunations, basis of
month, 121, 128.

Lutuami, 114.

Mackenzie tribes, 121.

Maidu, 135, 139, 155; of California,

140; language, 54, 100.

Makah (Makaw), 135, 141, 149.

Makonde, 34, 39.

Malecite, 127, 155.

Mamalelekala, 132, 149.

Mandan, 31, 155.

Maricopa (Hatpa-'inya), 478, 479,
480, 481, 483.

Mariposa (Southern Sierra) Miwok,
myths, 1.

Marriage, 353, 405; cross-cousin, 40;
marriage precepts, 463; post-mar-
riage customs, see Matrineal Com-
plex,

Matriarchate, 45.

Matiilineal Complex, The, 29-45.
Matriliueal descent, 31; not regularly

accompanied by matrilocal factor,

34.

Matrilineal inheritance, 31; among
the Herero, 39.

Matrilocal residence, 31, 32, 33, 34,

35; not necessarily a feature of
matronymy, 44.

Matronymy, 34, 35; relation of
avuncular customs to, 37, 43;
matrilocal residence or avunculate
not necessarily features of, 44.

Melanesia, post-marriage residence in,

34; avuncular relations in, 37, 38,

43.

Menomini, 36.

Micmac, 134, 155.

Miwok, 48; of the Southern Sierra:

myths of, 1-28.

Modoc, 148, 153.

Mohave (Hamakhava, Jamajab), 316,

475, 478-482, 485; permanence of
speech, 483.

Moieties, 349.

Montagnais, 155.

Month, 128; length of, 129. See also

Lunar phases.

Moon, 123, 128, 362; recognition of
the phases of, 129.

Morning star, 121.

Mother-sib, 30, 33, 35, 36, 37,

Muskokee, 155.

Myths, 186, 192, 200,-209, 228, 317,

364-378, 477; in abstract form, 24.

See also Yurok, myths of.

Msrths of the Southern Sierra Miwok,
1-28.

Nah-ane, 155.

Nakwartok, 132, 149.

Nandi, 40.

Nascapee, 125.

Natchez, 155.

Navaho, 32, 36, 124, 155.

Netchilli (Netchillik), 126, 149.

New Hebrides Islands, avuncular re-

lationships in the, 37.

Night, divisions of the, 126.

Nimkish, 132, 149,

Nomenclature, 148; ceremonial, 146.

Nootka, 122, 128, 149,

Northern Plains tribes, 31. See also

Mandan; Hidatsa; Crow.
Northwest Coast Indians, 31, 37, 121.

See also Pacific Coast tribes.

Notched sticks, historical "calen-
dar," 121.

Oceania, 34.
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Ojibwa, 155,

Omaha, 33, 36, 155.

Onondaga, 155.

Origin beliefs, 2, 190, 317, 364.

Orion's belt, 121.

Orthography and phonology, of the
Yurok, 179.

Osage, 148, 155.

Osera. See Ozara.
Oto, 35, 155.

Ovambo, 34.

Ozara (Osera), 483, 484.

Pacific Coast tribes, 32. See also

Tlingit; Tsinishian.

Paiute, Southern, 316.

Palaihnihan, linguistic kinship, 48.

Papago. See Pima.
Patrilineal complex, 40.

Patrilineal system substituted for

matrilineal system in Melanesia,
38.

Patrilocal residence, 32, 33.

Pawnee, 36, 137, 155.

Pen languages, 100, 101.

Penutian (linguistic) family, estab-

lishment of, 54; discussion of, 55-

98 ;
geography and historical inter-

relations of, 98-102; relation to

Yukian, 117-118.
Peruvians, 127.

Peyote, 430-449.
Phonology and orthography, of the
Yurok, 179.

Pima (and Papago), 140, 155, 483;
the "east" (Maricopa), 480.

Piskwaus, 149.

Place names, Yurok. See Yurok place

names.
Plateau tribes, 121.

Pleiades, 121.

Pomo (linguistic kinship), 54, 103.

Pottery, 359, 485.

Powell, classification, and map, of the

linguistic families of America, 48.

Precepts of the Winnebago, 450-473.

Property rights, 223, 356.

Puberty ceremonies, 345, 347.

Pueblo Indians, 31, 32, 139. See also

Hopi; Zuni; Sia.

Quemaya. See Kamia.
Quicama (Quieoma, Quigyuma, Qui-

quima). See Halyikwamai.
Quileutes, 130.

Eadin, Paul, 381.

"Eitwan" family, establishment of
the, 54; discussion of, 112-113.

Salinan, linguistic kinship, 54.

Salish, 149.

Samoans, 37.

Saturday, 124.

Sauk, 155.

Saulteaux, Northern, 132, 155.

Seasonal events, basis of time reck-
oning, 123.

Seasons, 132; names for, 133; num-
ber of recognized, 133.

Seminole, 136, 155.

Seri, linguistic kinship of, 103.

Serrano, 316.

Shamanism, 333, 400, 421, 455.

Shasta, Shastan, linguistic kinship,

48, 54, 103.

Shasta-Achomawi, 48.

Shoshonean, 54, 114r-115, 316.

Shusliwap, 143, 153, 155.

Sia, 32.

"Sib," use of term, 30.

Sibless or patronymic groups, avun-
cular relationships among, 39.

Siciatl, 149.

Sioux, 36, 38.

Slavery, 155.

Social orders, 349.

Solar events, basis of time reckon-
ing, 136.

Solstice, 122; observation of, 122;
summer, 123; winter, 122.

Solstitial ceremonials, 142.

Songs, enemy, 344.

South America, calendrical system
in, 127.

Southeastern tribes, 31. See also

Choctaw; Creek; Timucua; Yuchi.
Southern Sierra Miwok, Myths of

the, 1-28.

Spence's Bridge band, 153.

Spirits, 23, 200, 364, 388, 397, 410,

431, 451.

Stars, 121, 363. See also Arcturus;
Dipper; Orion's belt; Pleiades;
Ursa Major.

StlatlumH, 125.

Stone lagoon, 264; plate showing,
opp. 310.

StsEelis, 143, 153.

Summer solstice, 123.

Sun, 123; dial, 125; houses, 123.

Sunday, 124.

Supernatural beings in the form of
rocks, 21, 297.

Tahltan, 155.

Tepeguanes, 483.

Tequistlatecan, 103.

Terrestrial events, basis of time
reckoning, 123, 136.

Tewa, 36, 123, 149.

Thompson, 143, 153.

Thonga, 38, 39.

Tides, ebb and flow of, 126.

Time reckoning, methods of, 120;

basis of, 121-124; units of, 124-

139; variability in mode of desig-

nating, 130. See also Day; Week;
Month; Seasons; Year; Calendars.
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Timucua, 31, 128.

Tlingit, 32, 38, 43, 140, 153, 155.

Tolowa, 184.

Tongans, 37.

Torres islands, avuncular relation-

ships in, 37.

Trinidad bay, 182; plates showing
views of, opp. 284 and 314.

Trinity river, 182, 255; plate show-
ing view of, opp. 304.

Tsekehne, 155.

Tsilkoh'tin, 155.

Tsimshian, 32, 143.

Tusavan, 149.

Unalit, 155.

Ungava district, methods of time
reckoning in, 122.

Ursa Major, 121.

Ute, methods of time reckoning
among, 125, 132, 155.

Uti languages, 99, 101.

Vasu institutions, 37.

Vasu-Wke privileges, 39.

Wailaki, 114.

Walapai, 482.

Wappo, 53, 116.

Washo, 104.

Waterman, T. T., 177.

Wilson Creek, 182, 227; plate show-
ing views at the mouth of, opp.
286.

Week, 126.

Winnebago, 35, 36, 130, 155. See
also The Autobiography of a Win-
nebago Indian.

Winter-counts, historical '
' calen-

dars," 121.

Winter solstice, 121; economic im-
portance of, 142.

Wintun, 54, 100.

Wiyot, 54, 112.

Wyandot, 127, 136.

Yana, 54, 103.

Yao, 39.

Year, 136; solar, 137; methods of cor-

rection of count, 137.

Yokuts, 136; language, 48, 54, 100.

Yosemite Valley, myths of, 21; glos-
sary of place names, 26.

Yuchi, 31, 155.

Yuki, Yukian, 52, 113, 115-118.
Yuman Tribes of the Lower Colo-

rado, 316, 475-485; history since
1605, 482; culture of, 485. See also
Agalle; Akwa'ala; Alakwisa; Al-
chedoma; Amacabos; Bahacechas;
Cawina; Coanopa; Cocopa; Cum-
ana; Diegueno; Halchedhoma; Hal-
chidhom^; Halyikwamai; Hogiopa;
Kamia; Kohuana; Maricopa; Mo-
have; Ozara; Pima; Tepeguanes;
Walapai; Yuma.

Yuma (Garroteros, Hatilshe, Huk-
wat, Kuehiana, Kwichyana), 316,
475, 478, 480, 481, 484.

Yuman, linguistic kinship, 48, 54,
103.

Yurok, 142, 149; characteristics, 201;
descent and inheritance among,
223; terms of direction and posi-
tion, 193, 194; geographical con-
cepts, 189, map, 192; geographical
expressions, list of, 194; descrip-
tive geography, 226; houses and
ceremonial places, views of, opp.
290, 292, 302, 306, 308, 314; house
names, 208, lists of, 209-213; idea
of the world, map showing, 192;
language, 54, 112; location of ter-

ritory, 182; mode of life, 184;
myths and religious beliefs, 186,
189-193, 200, 209, 228 (also notes
on descriptive geography, and
legends under plates); phonology
and orthography of, 179; place
names, 179, 186, 195,-197, 214-218,
list of, 273-283, glossary of, 187-
189, 198, 199, map showing distri-

bution of, opp. 186; property rights
among, 218; towns and settlements,

distribution of, 200, list of, 206-
207; sites, plates showing, opp. 286,
288, 294, 300, 302, 304, 312, 314.

Yurok Geography, 177-314.
Zuni, 32, 35, 36, 123, 149.
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I'mpqua. It would seem, accordingly, that the cause has been a social

one. Such a cause can be sought only in the presence of another

civilization—in this case that of central California, as represented by

the Kuksu-dancing nations, and particularly the Pomo. The Pomo
subtype of the central culture must therefore be considered as having

been established nearly as long as that of the Yurok. This inference

is corroborated by the fact that about the head of the Sacramento

valley, including the Pit river region, to which the Kuksu cult and

basketry of Pomo type have not made their way, and where specific

central Californian influences are weak, numerous elements of the

northwestern civilization have penetrated almost across the breadth of

the state.

Physiography can however be called in to explain why the culture

of the Yurok did not flow more freely east and northeast up its main

stream, the Klamath, to the Lutuami. The elevated lake habitat of

these people is very different from the region of coastal streams.

Moreover, it is nearly shut off from them by the southern end of the

great Cascade range, but is rather open toward the Great Basin and

the more northerly Plateau.

The Lutuamian culture or subculture, as represented by the

Klamath and Modoc, corresponds well with this setting. It reveals

some specializations, such as its wokas and tule industries, that are

obviously founded on peculiar environment. There are some north-

western influences, but rather vague ones. The basis of the culture is

perhaps central Californian, with certainly some Great Basin or

Plateau admixture. Since the introduction of the horse, the Lutuami

mode of life has evidently been modified analogously to that of the

Plateau peoples of the Columbia, although less profoundly ; and with

the horse came a number of cultural elements from the Plateau, or

even from the Plains; of which some went on to the Shasta and

Achomawi. This recent modification appears to have given Lutuami

culture a more un-Californian aspect than it originally possessed.

Neither the Kalapuya nor the Klamath-Modoc were a numerous enough

people to have possessed a truly distinctive civilization. The Kalapuya

are gone, but nearly a thousand Lutuami remain, and as soon as their

society and religion are seriously inquired into, their precise cultural

affiliations will no doubt become clear.

As regards the part of environment in general, it is clear that the

culture provinces of the Pacific frontage of the United States are

essentially based on natural areas, particularly of drainage. Thus the
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central Californian province consists of the great interior valley of

that state with the adjacent coast. The Plateau is the drainage of the

Columbia above the Cascade range ; the Great Basin the area which

finds no outlet to the sea. The one exception is northwestern Cali-

fornia, whose boundary on the north cuts across the Umpqua, and on

the south across the Klamath, the Trinity, and the Eel. The streams

in this district have a northward trend, and it appears that both the

Lower Columbia and the northwest California cultures retained enough

of the seaboard character of the British Columbia civilization to enable

them better to cling along the coast than to push up the long narrow

stream valleys that more or less parallel it.

At the same time, there is not a single distinctly maritime culture

in the entire stretch from Cape Flattery to Baja California, except in

a measure that of Puget Sound. Lower Columbia and northwestern

California cultures clearly are river civilizations ; that of central Cali-

fornia evinces a complete negation of understanding or use of the sea.

In southern California, the acme of culture is indeed attained in and

opposite the little Santa Barbara archipelago; but the great bulk of

the province is a canoeless arid tract.

In nearly every instance, too, the province is either composed

mainly of people of one stock or family, or one such group dominates

civilizationally.

Puget Sound: Salish preponderant, Wakash possibly most characteristic.

Lower Columbia: Chinook most numerous and distinctive.

Willamette (distinctness doubtful): wholly Kalapuyan.

Lutuami (distinctness doubtful) : wholly Lutuami.

Northwestern California: Athabascans in the majority, Algonkins culturally

dominant.

Central California: distinctly a Penutian province with Hokan fringes.

Southern California: Shoshonean, although the Chumash are not without

consequence.

Lower Colorado: Yuman, with perhaps some Shoshonean margin.

Great Basin: almost solidly Shoshonean.

Plateau: about balanced between Sahaptin and Salish.

It is also notable that in spite of this massing, no province is

populated wholly by people of one origin. The two apparent excep-

tions are areas so weak culturally that their proper independence is

doubtful.

EELATIONS OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AND LOWER
COLORADO PROVINCES

Both the southern California and lower Colorado cultures present

numerous relations to the great Southwestern province, and it is not
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open to doubt that in an ultimate aspect most of their constituent

elements can be traced back to an origin among the Pueblos or

ancestors of the Pueblos. At the same time it would be a very sum-

mary and misleading procedure to consider them outright as part of

the Southwest. New foci have formed on the spot. If these are to be

cancelled out merely because they are secondary to an older and deeper

hearth of influences among the Pueblos, it would be equally justifiable

to dismiss the latter focus as superficial and unimportant on the

ground that its basic constituents have largely radiated out of Mexico.

Understanding of the ultimate sources is of course indispensable to

interpretation, but the ramifications and new starts are of no less

consequence to an understanding of the history of a cultural growth.

A direct merging of all the collateral branches into a single type

merely on the ground of relationship, would lead to a prevention of

the recognition of cultural individuality, as it might be termed, and

thereby defeat the very end of truly historical inquiry. In any

analytic treatment it should be the constant endeavor to point out

those elements in the native life of the southern end of California that

can be considered as derived from the culture of the Southwest, and

at the same time to determine how far the groupings of these elements

and the social attitudes thereby established have remained South-

western or have become specifically peculiar.

The considerable distinctiveness that obtains in the south is perhaps

most pregnantly illustrated by the fact that, of the two subtypes, the

one geographically nearer to the Southwest proper, that of the lower

Colorado, is on the whole not appreciably more similar to that of the

Pueblos than is the one which has its center on the coast among the

Gabrielino and their neighbors. Many things link the Mohave with

the Pueblos and with the so-called nomadic tribes of Arizona. Other

elements, such as the sand painting, however, are common to the

Gabrielino and the Southwesterners proper and in these the IMohave

and the Yuma do not participate. These elements may be somewhat

the less numerous; but so far as can be judged in the present state

of knowledge, the balance between the two classes is nearly even.*

From this condition the only conclusion possible is that Southwestern

* The Yuma and Mohave share with the Southwestern peoples: agriculture;

totemie clans as opposed to totemie moieties or local clans; a tribal sense; a
military spirit; and the shield; and further agree with them in lacking several

Californian traits, such as the regard for wealth; basketry as a well cultivated

art; and the use of jimsonweed in an organized cult. On the other hand, the

Gabrielino and their neighbors share with the Southwest the sweat-house-estufa,

the unroofed ceremonial enclosure, the sand painting altar, and an organized

and initiating cult society, all of which are wanting on the lower Colorado.
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influences have infiltrated southern California slowly, irregularly, and

disjointedly, with the result that these influences have been worked

over into new combinations and even into new products faster than

they arrived.

A searching examination of the relation of the southern California

and lower Colorado sub-cultures to the Southwest will prove of great

interest because it will presumably unravel something of the history

of civilization in the former regions. Such an investigation can not

yet be conducted with satisfaction because the mother culture of

Arizona and New Mexico, probably at once the greatest and the most

compact native civilization of the continent north of Mexico, and the

one which documents and archaeology combine to illuminate most

fully, has not yet been adequately conceptualized. Agriculture, pot-

tery, stone architecture, clans, masked fraternities, dramatizing rituals.

are the ethnic activities that rise before the mind : but not one is

universal in the Southwest. If the Apache and Havasupai are not

Southwestern, they are nothing at all; and yet one or both of them

fail on every one of these supposed touchstones.

In fact, while ethnologists and historians speak constantly of the

Southwest as if it were a well-defined ethnic unit, what they have in

mind is the Pueblos with perhaps the addition of their town-dwelling

ancestors, or of the interspersed and Pueblo-influenced Navaho. No

satisfying picture that gives proper weight to the unsettled as well as

to the agricultural tribes has yet been drawn ; at least not so as to serve

for detailed comparative analysis. The Pima are closely linked with

the Pueblos, and in other respects with the lower Colorado tribes, but

to unite them nonchalantly with either would be inadmissible. But so

far as they are Southwestern, the Papago are Southwestern too; and

if the Papago, then, in some measure at least, the Yaqui and Seri also.

The truth is that the Southwest is too insistently complex to be

condensed into a formula or surrounded with a line on the map.

Essentially this is true of every culture. The Haida no more represent

the Chinook and the Yurok than the Hopi can be made to stand for

the Pima, nor will an average struck in either case do justice to the

essence of the Haida and Hopi ethnos. Such condensing efforts can

be condoned only as preliminary steps to historical inquiry, as nar-

rowly ethnological classifications which clear the way to an under-

standing of civilizational events. Elsewhere the cultures are relatively

simple and the time element is not present to disturb a purely geo-

graphical view; hence the inadequacy of such reductions is less

impressed on the student. But in the Southwest the factor of temporal
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order obtrudes instead of eluding us blankly. Two diverse strains, the

life of the town-dwellers and of the country-dwellers, remain distinct

yet are interminably interwoven. Regional differences are striking in

short distances and without notable environmental basis. And it is

clear as daylight that the foundation of everything Southwestern is
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Map 2.—The relation of California to the adjacent major culture areas. •

Crosses indicate centers of local development within California.

Mexican, and yet that everything in the Southwest has taken its

peculiar shape and color on the spot. In short, a history of South-

western civilization lies within measurable sight, but the antecedent

analysis, which must include southern California, -has not yet been

made. Until this step has been taken, a general comparison of southern

Californian with Southwestern culture would be either hesitating or

forced.
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RELATIONS OF THE CENTRAL CALIFORNIA PROVINCE

While the north and south of aboriginal California are to be re-

garded as marginal regions of greater extraneous cultures, central

California remains isolated. It cannot be viewed as a subsidiary

because the potent civilization on which it might depend does not

exist. The north and the south being accounted for and the ocean

lying on the west, the only direction remaining open for any set of influ-

ences is the east, and this is the area of the barren Great Basin, popu-

lated by tribes of no greater advancement than the central Californians

—on the whole even less developed. These tribes could not therefore

well serve as carriers of culture into central California, if we may
judge by analogy with the spread of civilization in other parts of the

world. As a matter of fact, they did not. Specific culture elements

characteristic of the Plains have not penetrated into California. A
few such traits that are discernible in northeastern California have

evidently come in not across the Great Basin but down the Columbia

river and through the interior peoples of Oregon. Moreover, it is

more than questionable whether these elements have not chiefly entered

California as an adjunct of the recent white man and the horse. Nor

have Southwestern influences penetrated central California to any

appreciable extent by way of the Great Basin. Where Southwestern

elements are traceable in central California, as in the San Joaquin

valley, it is rather clear that they represent an immediate outflow from

southern California.

Yet it is certain that central California and the Great Basin are

regions of close cultural kinship. It is true that the food supply and

material resources of the interior semi-desert have enforced a mode of

life which makes a quite different impression. Analogies have there-

fore been little dwelt upon. Want of definite records concerning the

Shoshoneans of the Great Basin renders exact comparisons somewhat

difficult even now. Both regions, hoAvever, lack in common most of the

characteristic traits of the cultures adjacent to them, and it is only

necessary to set side by side their basketry, their houses, their technical

processes, or the schemes of their societies, to be convinced that the

bonds between the two areas are numerous and significant. This kin-

ship may be expected to be revealed convincingly as soon as a single

intensive study of any Great Basin tribe is made from other than a

Plains point of view.

It has been the custom among ethnologists to recognize a "Plateau

area" as possessing a common although largely negative culture. Our
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exact information to date regarding the peoples of this "Plateau" is

almost wholly from the northern part of the area, inhabited by the

Salish. It is manifestly ha^jty to assume for the Shoshoneans of the

Great Basin, which constitutes the southern half of this greater

"Plateau," substantial cultural identity with the Sahaptin and interior

Salish of the north. The latter have been subjected to powerful

although incomplete influences from the North Pacific coast proper

as well as from the Plains. Plains influences have penetrated also to

the Shoshoneans, but the North Pacific coast can hardly have had
much effect, and certainly not a direct one, in the Great Basin. The
coastward tract here is central California, and we could therefore

anticipate, on theoretical grounds, that this region had affected the

Great Basin Shoshoneans much as the North Pacific coast has influ-

enced the Salish of the Plateau proper, that is, of the upper Columbia

and Fraser.

This is exactly the condition to which the available facts point.

The civilization of ceiitral California is less sharply characterized and

less vigorous than that of the coast of British Columbia. Its influences

could therefore scarcely have been as penetrating. There must have

been more give and take between Nevada and central California than

between the interior and the coastal districts of British Columbia. But

the kinship is clearly of the same kind, and the preponderance of

cultural energy is as positively, though less strikingly, on the side of

the coast in one tract as in the other. The Kuksu cult and the institu-

tions associated with it have not flowed directly into Utah and Idaho,

nor even in any measure into Nevada, but they indicate a dominance

of cultural effectiveness which, merely in a somewhat lower degree,

relates central California to the Great Basin substantially as the

North Pacific coast is related to the northern Plateau.

The old "California culture area" of American ethnology there-

fore fades away. The north of the state, on broader view, is part of

a great non-Californian culture ; the south likewise. The middle region

is dominant, not dominated; but its distinctiveness is only a super-

structure on a basic type of civilization that extends inland far

beyond the limits of the California of today. Local cultural patterns

have been woven on the fabric of the far-stretched civilization of the

north, and—twice—on that of the south. Thus, in a narrower aspect,

not one but four centers of diffusion, or, in the customary phraseology,

four types and provinces of culture, must be recognized in the state.

In map 2 these conclusions are summarized.

Transmitted March SS, 19S0.
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